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PER CURI AM

Jackie L. Russell appeals a denial of social security benefits. W

af firm
Russell, now fifty years old, is an alcoholic. He was previously
enpl oyed as a roofer and a |awn-care worker. He has an ei ght h-grade

education. He filed for disability benefits clainmng that he is unable to
wor k because of al coholism anti-social behavior and dysthym c disorder
After a hearing, the Adm nistrative Law Judge (ALJ) denied benefits, but
that decision was reversed by the Appeals Council. On renand, the ALJ
agai n deni ed benefits.

*The Honorable JOHN F. NANGLE, United States District
Judge for the Eastern District of Mssouri, sitting by
desi gnat i on.



The ALJ found that, although Russell has a severe conbination of
i mpai rnents including al cohol dependency, his inpairnents do not prevent
him from performng his past relevant work as a roofing or |awn-care
| aborer. Like the district court, we have reviewed the record in this case
and agree that substantial evidence in this record supports the ALJ's
concl usi ons.

The "nmere presence of alcoholism is not necessarily disabling."
Mapes v. Chater, 82 F.3d 259, 263 (8th Cir. 1996). |In fact the burden of
proving disability based on alcoholismis a high one. 1d. Aclaimant is

required to show that he has lost self-control to the point of being
i npotent to seek and use neans of rehabilitation. 1d. He nust show that
he is unable, not nerely unwilling, to seek and use neans of
rehabilitation. Lorenzen v. Chater, 71 F.3d 316, 319 (8th G r. 1995).
Here, a psychiatrist who exanmi ned Russell noted, "[b]asically, he doesn't

want to stop drinking, and has at this point no good reason to even
consider it." Admnistrative Transcript at 255. The record al so shows
that Russell wal ked out of treatment several tines and has ni ssed numnerous
foll ow-up appointnents. This, and other evidence in the record,
denonstrates that Russell has failed to nake the appropriate show ng for
disability based on alcoholism Accordingly, further discussion is
unnecessary.! W affirmfor the reasons stated in the district court's
opinion. See 8th Cir. R 47B

The judgnment of the district court is affirned.

Because we find that the ALJ correctly deni ed benefits under
the standards in place at the tinme of Russell's hearing, we need
not address the effect of recent anendnments to the Social Security
Act that elimnate al coholism or drug dependence as a basis for
obtaining disability benefits. Contract with Anerica Advancenent
Act of 1996, Pub. L. No. 104-121, 110 Stat. 847 (anending 42 U.S.C
§ 423(d)(2)).
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